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RE: Comments on Wind River Reservation Pollution Discharge Permits

		From

		Heather Burdash

		To

		Rathbone, Colleen

		Recipients

		Rathbone.Colleen@epa.gov



Dear Ms. Rathbone: 



I am submitting these comments on the following proposed permits and their statements of basis: 



·         Eagle Oil and Gas Company - Sheldon Dome Facility; NPDES Permit No. WY-0020338;



·         Phoenix Production Company - Sheldon Dome Field; NPDES Permit No. WY-002495;



·         Phoenix Production Company - Rolff Lake Unit; NPDES Permit No. WY-0024945;



·         WESCO Operating, Inc. - Sheldon Dome Field; NPDES Permit. No. WY-0025607; and



·         WESCO Operating, Inc. - Tensleep #1 (also known as Winkleman Dome); NPDES Permit No. WY-0025232








I am outraged that this is even being suggested, much less likely to get the green light by the EPA. These proposed permits are drafted in a manner that is not compliant with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency requirements; they are incomplete and do not address an array of effluents which will be discharged.  In addition, the permits put wildlife and livestock which drink the produced water at risk. Finally, the monitoring requirements proposed in these permits are glaringly lax.



A number of highly toxic chemicals, both fracking fluids and maintenance fluids, are not listed in these permits even though these chemicals will be discharged to the surface of Wind River Reservation.



Not only do the permits fail to disclose the chemicals in maintenance fluids and fracking fluids, they also utterly fail to set limits for the discharge of toxic chemicals found in the fluids.  The permits need to include fuller disclosures of fracking practices occurring at the facilities to better characterize discharge.  The permits also need to be far more complete by including the quantities of chemicals in fracking fluids as well as discharge limits for the many toxic chemicals that are present in fracking fluids.



In their current state, the Wind River permits should be rejected because they are incomplete and fail to meet important EPA permit standards.  The permits do not serve their intended purpose of protecting water quality and human and animal health. The EPA has been charged with protecting both water quality and public health, but has ignored that charge with these permits. 



I urge that the proposed permits should be rejected.  




Respectfully-



Heather Burdash
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